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ABSTRACT 

Reported are results of a 1970 survey of 1,996 public 
elementary and secondary schools, representative of the nation •s 
81,000 local public scjhools, to determine the nuabers of professional 
staff serving the following groups of handicapped pupils: speech 
impaired, learning disabled, mentally retarded, emotionally 
disturbed, hard of hearing, deaf, crippled, partially sighted, and 
blind. Data are reported for three instructional situations: teachers 
of separate special classes, regular teachers who provide special 
instruction in regular classes, and specialized professional 
personnel who provide individualized instruction or assistance^ 
Conclusions of the report include findings which indicate provision 
of special instruction for pupils with learning disabilities by an 
estimated 123,000 professional personnel of which two-thirds are 
regular teachers, provision of special instruction for the mentally 
retarded by an estimated 102,500 professional personnel, pupil staff 
ratios in special classes ranging from 69 pupils per staff meaber for 
the speech impaired to 6 students per staff raemb,er for the blind, and 
pupil staff ratios for individualized special instruction ranging 
from 15 students per staff member for the speech impaired to 2 
students per staff member for the hard of hearing, the partially 
sighted, and the blind. Appendixes provide information on general 
methodology, sampling reliability and tables, and the relevant 
questionnaire items and definitions* (DB) 
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This is ont' oi a swirs of reports being prepared by the Office of 
BZducation's National Center lor educational Statistics (NCES) on pro- 
vision of instruction to handicapped pupils in local public schools. Two 
sumnuiry reports have already presented, statistics on numbers of, and 
modes of instructing, hanrlicapped pupils. A fourth report will present 
basic statistics on eacli of the nine handicaps for which data were 
collecte d. 

Reports in this series 'are based on results of the spring 1970 
vSchool Staffing Survey, which was developed and directed by J^eslie 
J. Silverrtian and A. Stafford Metz of the Educational Manpower 
Statistics Branch, NCES, under supervision of Boyd Ladd, Assistant 
Director for Statistical Developt:iient, NCES. 

Partial data on the handicappt>fl, drawn from this survey, have 
appeared in several earlier publications. Including Mental Retardation 
^iL^iJlg£.jl^l9j5^2lJ.jli!,^2 Educati on, and \V e 1 f a r e , 

DHEW Publication No. (OS) 73-81; EsU mates and ProjectUMis of 

t^iii^J lis Pjl*:!^il^-J^i^^llL^i^^^ Ji'^lSili ^'^£iL^* rni-ntary an d S e c o n d a r y 

?lL!]^^iiL5j prepared byjost-pli Froomkin, Inc., foi' the President's 
ComiDissioii on School Finance; and "Numbers of Pupils with Specific 
Lt'arning iJisabilit U'S in Local Public Schools in the United States: 
Spring 1970," app(>aring in Mminua J^raj^n Dysi uiiction, Volume 205 
of the A n iKi 1 s o 1 1 1 1 e N c w Y o r k A c a d t* r n y of S c i e n c e s , 

1 iu- statistical information on staff providing sptM:ial instruction 
or a.ssistancf to handicapped pui>lls in pu[)Uc schools summarl/.ed in this 
puhlicition w^is dt/vrlo[)r r] for, and m coopt ration with, the Office of 
Ed'u ationVs Ihin-avi ni i'iduiation for the Hanrlicapped Sample 
fhr:-ign, cstitnatU'U pi'oct'dur f s J dat<i collection, and tabulatit^n were 
con(hicted uride r cuntrart l)y Westal, Inc., Rockvilh;, Mfl. Subsequent 
analysis v.a:. carried out, nruh r ^(.ntraet by tlie R. '-search Triangle Institute, 
R ». • s e .i r c [ ■ "r ruiiiii]^- { K.i v k ^ C, 

\n a^idition to iurrnshin^ pcirii'il firumeial Ju[)porl for the portion 
of the .urvey v/[iiel; pr^eiuceri riaLa f r this report, Bi:!! provi(h'd 



pi'oft^ ssionaL personnel who contributed significantly lo both survey 
tlesign and data analysis. We are gratorul to the numy public school 
principals who took tinu' from their very busy days to complete the 
questionnaires, and to the coordinalcir in each Slati.' department of 
education who made the data collection possible. 



Marjorie O. Chandler 
Acting Director, Division of 
vStatislical Information and Studies 



Dorothy \L Gilford 

A s s i s tant C o mnn s s ione r fo r 

EcKicational Statistics 
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INTRODUCTION 



This report examines and seeks to clarify the extent to which 
profrvSbional staff in local public schools svvve the handicapped. 
Professional personnel assisting the handicapped are presented in 
three instructional situations: (I) teachers of separate (special) 
classes, (Z) regular teachers who provide special instruction in 
regular classes, and (3) specialized proies sional personnel who 
provide individuali?.ed instruction or assistance. In addition, pupil- 
teacher rotios are presented for teachers of separate classes and for 
professional personnel who provided individualized instruction or 
assistance. Relevant information is provided for nine grovips of 
handicapped pupils: speech impaired, learning disabled, mentally 
retarded, emotionally disturbed, hard of hearing, deaf, crippled, 
partially sighted, and blind. 

The study did not collect data on certification in special education. 
It is unlikely that, in most cases, regular teachers who provided 
special instruction in regular classes had received extensive training 
in working with handicapped pupils. It is believed that certification is 
more con^mon among the other two groups, but the extent of certi- 
fication is not known. 

Data in this report are derived from responses by local public 
school principals to the 1970 School Staffing Survey, The survey 
sample of local public schools was drawn from a population stratified 
on three characteristics (school level, location, and enroUn^ent size), 
and involved approximately 2, 000 schools (in districts with enrolh7ients 
of 300 or more) representative of the 81, 000 such schools in the 
United States. vSpecial schools v/ith enrollment limited to handicapped 
pupils and operated by local public school systems had the same chance 
of being included in the sample as did ail other schools of the same 
level, location, and enrolln^ent size. Private schools, State-operated 
schools, and schools operated by intermediate school districts were 
not included m the svirvey. (Si e appendix A for details of the survey 
m.ethofiology . ) 
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HOW MANY PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL PROVIDED vSPECIAL 
INSTRUCTION OR ASSISTANCE IN THE DIFFERENT 
INSTRUCTIONAL SITUATIONS? 



An estimated 123,000 professional personnel provided some form 
of special instruction or assistanct^ to pvipils with specific learning 
disabilitiesr- , i.^ Of this number, about two-thirds were regular teachers 
who provided special instruction in regular classes; only one-third 
were either teachers of special classes or speciali/.ed professional 
personnel w^ho provided^indiviclualized instruction.^^ (See table 1. 
Full-time equivalents [I'TFJsJ of teachers of separate classes are pre- 
sented in table Z. ) 

Other handicapped groups to whicli si/.able luimbers of professional 
personnel vvere assigned were the mentally rt^tard(>d, the spec-ch 
impaired, and the emotionally disturbed. For the mentally retarded, 
there were 102, 500 professional personnel, of whom 53 percent 
(about 54,000) were teachers of separate classes* An additional 
41 percent were regular teachers and only 6 perci'nt wert^ staff who 
provided individuali/. ed instruction. For the speech-impaired, the 
estimated nutiiber of profe s sioiia 1 personnel was 96,700, distributed 
nearly equally among the three instructional situations. For tlie 
emotionally disturbed, there were an estimated 74, 100 professional 
personnel. These professionals were distributed among all three 
instructional situations, as were those working with the learning 
disabled. 

Local public schools reported relatively small numbers of pro- 
fessional persv)nnel serving the hard of hearing, the deaf, the partially 
sighted, the blind, and the crippled. Except for tliose serving the deaf, 
most o[ tiu se intUviduals were regular teachers providing special 



1/ Scv appcMidix C for definitions of types of handicaps. 

2/ SoiiK' cKipIication may liavt/ occurred in reporting numbers of staff 
for the chiferent tyj^is of handicapped ]:>upils. Personnel re portend 
as part-time teacht I's of separate (special) clas.ses in sonu' instances 
III ay hav(^" bicn rijjorted cilso under those providing intlividualiz c^d 
instruction. The f Hidings ori r»;gular teachers providing L-pecial 
instruction m regular classes anrl on the full-time^ i'C[ui va lents of 
staff presented m the following section ari' not affected by possil)h' 
duplication , 

O 2 
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instruction in regular classes (table I)* — 



For each of tho handicapping conditions, with the exception of 
bliudness, elementary schools tended to havt? more professional 
personnel than did secondary schools; this situation generally paralleled 
the larger nvimber of handicapped pupils found in each of the handi- 
capping conditions at that level, i.^ 



WHAT WERE THE PUPIL-STAFF RATIOS FOR INSTRUCTION 
PROVIDED IN SEPARATE CLASSES? 

Table 2 presents the ratios of handicapped pupils receiving 
instruction in separate (special) classes to full-time equivalent s2./ of 
professional staff instructing handicapped pupils in separate classes. 
The highest pupil-staff ratios were for the speech vn^^pavved {G9 pupils 
per staff member) and for the learning disabled (24 pupils per staff 
member). The retiiaining ratios were losver, ranging from 13 for the 
ttienta-Uy retarded to 6 for the blind. 

Pupil- staff ratios for elementary anci secondary schools tended 
to be similar for the handicapping conditions. Elementary schools did 
have a higher ratio for speech-impaired pupils (73 compared with 46), 
and lower ratips for learning-disabled (21 compared with 35) and 
crippleci pupils (10 compared with 17). 



_3/ Caution should be exerted when calculating a total figure for staff 

for the handicapped. An estimated total of 464, 200 was derived when 
summing staff for the individual handicaps. However, this estimate 
was probably somewhat larger than the actual number, because of 
possible duplication in reporting staff for the different types of 
handicap. Principals, who reported separately the number of pro- 
fessional staff instructing pupils in each of nine handicapping 
conditions, were not asked to giv^e the total number of professional 
staff for all pupils with any handicapping condition. 

^/ For data on numbers of handicapped pupils in these schools, see 
Nuniber of Pupils with Handicaps in Loc al Public Schools, Spring 
1970, U.S. Department of Health, Educat ion, and Welfare, Office, of 
Education, DIJEW No. (OE) 73- 1 1 107. 

_5/ Fiill-tii7it.- equivalents ot fuU-titnc and part-time assignments. 



ERIC 



WHAT WERE THE PUPH.-STAFF RATIOS FOR INDIVIDUALIZE D 
SPECIAL INSTRUCTION OR ASSISTANCE? 



Ratios of handicctpped pupils receiving individualized special 
Instruction or assistance to .specialized professional personncT providing 
individualized special instruction or assistance are provided in table 3, 
T})e highest ratio (15) was for the speech impaired. The ratios for the 
other handicaps were less than half that of the speech impaired, 
ranging from 7 for the learning disabled and the emotionally disturbed 
to 2 for the hard of hearing, the partially sighted, and the blind. 

In general, elementary and secondary schools showed sii"nilar 
pupil- st^v^f ratios. Elementary schools did, however, show a higher 
ratio for speech impairment (17 compared with 9), and a lower ratio 
for mental retardation (3 compare^i witii 11), 
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Table 2, --Handicapped pupils in U>*-al public schools who received all 
or pa rt oL the Ir instruction in separate (special) classes, 
FTE's^L^ of professional staff who provided this instruction, 
and numbers of handicapped pupils per PTE staff providing 
this instruction, by type of handicapped pupils taught and by 
level of school: 50 States and D. C, spring 1970 







r TI.'s of professional staff instructing 




Nun tlx.' r of 


in separate (special) classes 


ryp-.: ot .hand i.c.;ippiTi ; 
pvipils tau)>hl 


KiirjU capped 
pupils receiving 
iriritructian ill 

.^v-pa r jV e cI-as m.-' < 


Number 


Nunibers of 
hanriicapped pupils 
per KTK staff providing 
ins t ruction in 
separate classes 




j5 f lit H>1 S 


y 




jSpi.-rc]"l iir]pciir*^fi , . . . , 


8 3 3, 000 


13, 500 


09 


Li^arnint; disabled . . , , 


d US, 000 


1 7, 200 


24 




oO 3,000 


000 


1 3 


M jtiona liy r]i slurb ftl 


8^, 000. 


9» 000 


9 


lUirrl ';.if fu-aritJi^ 


10, 00 


I. 200 


9 


D-'at 


i7, 000 


3G0 


7 


Crippled 


15,000 


1,300 


12 


PartUUv riightt r! . . . . 


7, 000 


oOO 


8 


UHncl . . . 


2, 000 


400 


0 




Klvmt'nlary so 






S pi: ' t: c \\ i n 'i pa L r v n , . . . 


7 79,000 


10, 700 


7 3 


L ( ■ a rn i n >i di a )j J t. d 


000 


I i» .!00 


21 


M- ntally retardt-H . . . , 


5^1, *)00 


too 


1 2 


Krvi'ftiurjaUy d: urb^ rl 




o, 'ioo 


9 


I da r d 'if htsi r i h^i . , . . 


7, 000 


700 . 


9 


n. a! . . , 


1 \, 000 


1 , ^>00 


7 


C ripph"^} ....... 


IS, 000 


800 


10 


Pirli-»Uv siL', htt'd, . 


3, 000 


M)0 


9 


iUuid 


I, 0 00 


^00 


7 


S<Tonr[a r y ^cdiutjl ^ 


Sp,', < h iri:[>.ur^ d , , . . 


4-?,0 00 


1 , (iOO 


4 0 


L.-arni:ii: 'li^^abb d . . . 




^, 0(^0 




M-tit-lly r»-tar . . . 




i 1, 700 


1 4 


i-.ri:;iti.-:-..i]ly i . Ui r f - ■ d 
Hard ^rl^.^ .... 


t, U?)J' 

OuO- 


■t, >00 

400 


i 1 


i.r:-,if 

(..:r:p:>l-d 


i, 000 
7, nf.i.i 


100 


I 7 






.!00 
0(} 





1^/ ^''rK--l'\i]l limv ('qui\'ah'!il oi full-tinio anrl part-linH* as s igniiu-nt s . 

^/ Htuuiicappt-d pu|)ils and f)r of < " s s iona ] staff in con^ljinrfl hchools, with 
\?n\ h v\i' i 1 ; r nl a r and s i/ c n r f a r y u r a d t ■ s , a r i- in c hi d i • < I in I h f • ^ ' a 1 1 
sclitjols" catt'gory but not in tht' fU/teiil by school U'Vcl. 
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Table 3. --Handicapped pupils in local public schools who received indi- 
vidualized special instruction or assistance from specialized 
prof<'ssional personnel, number of specialized professional 
personnel who provideci this instruction or assistance, and 
number of handicapped pupils per staff providing this 
instruction, by type of handicapped pupils taught and by level 
of school: 50 States and D, C. , spring 1970 





Nuuiber of handicapped 


Speciali/ed professional personnel 


Type of KarifJi capped 


pupils who received 




Number of handicapped 


individualized 




pupils per specialized 


pupils taught 


special instruction 


Nun) be r 


professional personnel 




or assivStance 




providing individualized 








special instruction 


AH schools 


Spet-ch iinpa irtMl . 


462, 000 


30, 200 


15 


l.oArning disabled. 


96.000 


13, 700 


7 


iVt-tttally retarded . . . 


33, 000 


6. 200 


5 


Kniotionally lUst^irhed . 


9S, 000 


14,000 


7 


Hard of bewaring 


13, 000 


6j 700 


2 


Dtaf . . ,\ . 


2, 000 


800 


3 


Crippled . ..... 


9, 000 


400 


3 


PartiaUy sightf \ . . . 


6, 000 


3. 300 


2 


Blind . . . V . . . 


3, 000 


1,800 


2 


f^U'HioiUary schools 


Spt'ech impaired 


3H4, 000 


22, bOO 


17 


i^'arning disabl?d . 


69, 000 


10, 800 


6 


Mentally retarded , , , 


15,000 


4, 500 


3 


KiTiotionally disturbed 


64, 000 


9, 500 


7 


Hard of hearing 


9,000 


5. 200 


2 


Deaf . 


Z, 000 


700 


3 


Crippled . ... 


6, 000 


2,400 


2 


partially sighted 


4.000 


2, 100 


2 


Blind , . . . . ] ] 


2,000 


1,000 


. 2 




Secondary school 


s 




Sptech impaired 


60. 000 


6, 600 


9 


Learning disabled , 


19,000 


2, 600 


7 


Mentally retarded. . 


15,000 


1,400 


11 


Kaiotionally disturbed . 


i I, 000 


4,500 


7 


Hard of hearing . . 


4, 000 


1, 500 


2 


Heaf . , , V . . , ! 


) 


200 


2 


Crippled .... , 


4,000 


900 


■ 4' ■ 


partially sighted , . . 


2,000 


1, 100 


2 


Blind . • * . . . , 


1, 000 


900 





Pupils and professional staff in coi^ibined schools, with both 
elementary and secondary grades, are included in the "all schools" 
category but not in the detail by school level. 



^ Number gteater than zero but less than 500. 



appp:ndlxes 




APPENDIX A 



GENE R A L ME T 1 1 0 DO L O G Y 



Source of Data 

The source of rlata for this report is the School Staffing Survey 
conducted in the spring of 1 970 by the National Center for Educational 
Statistics, Office of Erlucation (OE), with support from OE^s National 
Center for the Ii"nprovement of Educational Systei^is and the Bureau of 
Education for the Handicapped, 

Design of t he Surv ey 

Data on handicapped pupils were collected in spring 1970 from a 
survey semiplc of 1,996 public elementary and secondary schools, 
representative of the Nation^ s 81 , 000 local public schools, by 3 strata: 
school level- - elen'ientary and secondary; school location- - la rge cities 
(the 130 cities with 100,000 or more population as of the I960 census), 
the metropolitan area s surrounding these cities, and all other areas 
of the 50 States and the District of Columbia; and enrollment size-- 
5 groups. 

This was a subsample of the total School Staffing Survey sample 
of 4, 400 schools. Schools in systems enrolling fewer than 300 pupils 
were excluded from the survey. These systems contained about 
10 percent of all schools but less than 2 percent of all pupils in public 
schools. Approximately 85 percent of the 1, 996 schools in this sub- 
sample returned usable forms and are the basis for estimates of the 
populations of schools and pupils; 

Data in this report were gathered from school principals or 
from members of the principalsMmmediate staffs. 



APPENDIX B 
SAMPLING RKLIABII.ITY AND TAJU.ES 



Because the data in this report are cierived from a sample, they 
are subject to sampling variability. The sampling error is a measure 
of sampling variability such that the chances are about 2 in 3 that an 
estimate from the sample would differ from the result of a survey of 
all schools using the same procedures by less than the sampling error 
The sampling error does not include systematic error or bias in the 
data such as might affect the data in a complete survey. These notes 
describe the method for deriving approximate measures of sampling 
errors for data presented in this report. 

Sampling error for number of professional person n el for the 
handic ap ped (numerical columns in table 1 ) 

This section presents procedures for determining estimates of 
sampling error for estimates of the number of . professional personnel 
for the different types of handicapped pupils according to school level. 
Estimates of sampling error are found by reference to the percent of 
sc hools that have prof es sional pe rsonnei for the given condition 
(table A). The relative sampling error for the percent of schools is 
used for determining the sampling error and is found by looking in 
table B under the appropriate per cent- of- schools column and school- 
level row (interpolate for percent of schools when necessary). 

Example: Consider in table 1 the number of professional 
personnel for the learning disabled (97, 000) in the 
elementary schools category. Appendix table A shows 
that an estimated 40 percent of all 56, 900 elementary 
schools provided special instruction to learning- 
disabled pupils/ Appendix table B shows that an esti- 
mate of the total number of pupils with specific 
learning disabilities in the ^^all schools*' category is 
subject to an estimated relative sampling error of 
8. 7 percent (by interpolation) when 40 percent of the 
schools in this category report giving special 
instruction to learning-disabled pupils, Ihe relative 



yajvipling error (8,7 porcont) in this example, when 
applied to the estln^ate of 97,000 professional 
personnel for the learning disabled in elen^entary 
schools (.087 K ;7jOOO), gives a sampling error of 
about 8,000 teaclucs. 



2. Sam pling error for percent of professional personnel for the 
handicapped providing in struction in the special modes o f 
I nstruction (percentag e colu mns in table 1) 

Sampling errors fur estin^ated percents of professional personnel 
for the handicapped in each of the special niodes of instruction can be 
estimated according to the following procedures: 

For percents less than 20, use the relative errors provided in 
tabif B for thv numerator estimate; 

Examj>le_: Table 1 ustin^ata^ that 15 percent 
(i.e,, I I, 300 out of 74, 100) of teachers of the 
emotionally ciisturbed in all schools taught in 
separate, special classes. Appendix table A 
shows that the 1 5-percent estimate was derived 
from an estimated 24 percent of all 81,000 
schools. Appendix table 13 reveals that, with 
24 percent reporting, an cstin:iate of the percent 
of emotionally disturbed pupils in secondary 
schools receiving pa rt of their instruction in 
separate, special classes is subject to an 
estimated relative sampling error of 8. 3 percent 
(by interpolation). This relative sampling error, 
when applied to the i 5-pe rcent estimate 
(.083 X .1 5), gives a sampling error of 1 percent. 



For percents greater than 20, use: 



/X\ / I ______ 

ReJative error l^j - y^j (^^^^^'^"^'c error of X) -(relative error of Y) 



Table I shown that an 




Type of 
han dicapped 
pupils taught 



Numbers of handicapped 
pupils per FTK staff 
providing instrucLioj) 
in separate classes 



Pu pils per staff I 

Numbers ot handicapped" 
pupils per staff 
providing instruction 
or assistance by 

speciali/edprofessional 
personnel (ta bl^ 



Speech in^paired . ... 

Learning disiibled . , . , 
Mentally retarded . . 
Emotionally disturbed 
Hard of hearing . , , ,\ . 
... ... ...... 

Crippled . . . \ 
Partially sighted . . . . , 

Blind . . 



(Continues) 




SfmpU»« error gr.a.er than w lo.. th.„ 0. 3 p„c..„.. 
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(Continued) 



Type of 
handicapped 
pupils taught 



Sampling orror ( 



Nun^ibers of handicapped 
pupils per FTE staff 
providing instruction 
in separate classes 
(table Z) 



:)upils pe r staf f^ 



Elen^entary schools 



Numbers of handicapped 

pupils per staff 
providing instruction 
or assistance by 
specialized professional 
personnel (table 3) 





5 


I 


Learning disabled. . . . . . . 




1 


Mentally retarded. 


•.I ■ 




Emotionally disturbed . . . 


2 


1 




4 


(-) 


Deaf. . 


4 


1 




5 


(=:-.) 


Partially sighted ....... 


4 


(*) 


Blind . . 


6 


1 



Secondary schools 





7 


1 


Jjcarning disabled. . , \ , , , 


5 


I 




1 


I 


Emotionally disturbed . . . 


2 


:, . 1: 


Hard of hearing. . * . . • ♦ • • 


4 


1 . 


1-^ e^f* * • i « • , • 4 , 


3 


1 


Crippled 


2 


I 


Partially sighted ....... 


3 


(*) 


Blind . . . . ...... .... ... . 


2 





^ Sampling error greater than /.ero but less than 0. 5 percent. 



T^lble A. --Perci-nt o{ local public scliools whicli prov^clud specialized 

instruction or assistance by mode of speciali/.ed instruction 
or assistance, type of handicapped pupils, and level of 
school: 50 States and D. C. , spring 1970 



I'ypc of 
hi\ miica pjx'd 
pupiL«? taught 



PorctuU oi schools 
which provi<!cMl any 

instruction or 
assist«iacc' 



Perc^'nt of schools 
which provifU'fl 
instruction iti 
separate classes 



Percent of schools 
which provided 
inciividualixeci 
instruction or 
assistance by 
spec ialtzed 
professional 
personnel 



All schools 



Spt i'ch impair ed . ... 




41 


44 


Learning disabU-cl . , , 


. 34 / 


16 


20 


Mentally retarded! , . , 


. . -U. 


31 


22 


Etiiot Tonally disturbed . . 


. . ^4 


6 


22 


Hard of hearing , , . , 


13 


2 


12 


Deaf ........ 


. . 4 


I 


3 


C rippled , 


. . 10 


1 


10 


partially sij^httd ♦ . . , 


. . 10 


I 


9 


Blind . . . , . . . . 






3 


KlenU: nta ry schools 


Speech in^pairt' d , . , , 




51 


47 


Learning disabled ^ , , 


. - -10 


18 


30 


ivU-ntaUy retarded , , . 




27 


24 


Kinotionally disturbed . , 




6 


23 


Hard of hearing , . . , 


: , IS 


2 




Deaf . . , , , . . \ 


. . ■ ' 4- ■ 


1 


■ 4 ■ 


Crippled . ...... 


. . 11 


I 


10 


partially sighted . . , , 


. . .■ 9 


I 


9 


Blind . . . . . V • . 




(*) 


2 


' \- Secondary schools 


Speech impaired . . . . 


. . 44 


1 3 


37 


Learning disabled . . . 


. . 21 


11 


IS 


Mentally retarded . . . 


: 49 . 


40 


lb 


Krnotionally disturbed . , 


..13 


5 


. 21 


Hard of hearing . * . . 




r . 


10 


Draf .^ . ■ . ■ . ' 


.■■ . 7. ■ 


■ 1 ■ : 


2 


Crippled \ \ ..... 




■ ' 3 . ■ ' . . 


s 


Partially siglUed . . . . 


. . ■ i.i 


I 


11 




- --'6 - 


. I ; : 





Percent greater than zero but less than 0, 5 pc^ cent. 



Table B. Estimated relative sampling errors, in percent, for 

estimates of numbers and percent of professional personnel 
providing special instruction or assistance, by level of 
school 



P^stimated percent of schools reporting the item 



Level of school 


5 


10 


25 


50 


75 


100 


All schools • • 


19.4 


13. 5 


8. 1 


5. 2 


3. 7 


2. 7 


Elementary schools . . 


26.9 


18. 7 


11.2 


7.1 


5.1 


3.7 


Secondary schools ... 


^7. 1 


18. 8 


11. 3 


7. 2 


5. 2 


3.7 




APPENDIX C 



RELEVANT QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS 



Example of Q uestions Asked 

The san^e questions were asked for all nine typos of ha^idicaps. 
The questions, using specific learning disabilities as an exan^ple, are 
presented oti pages 18 and 19. 
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[ rUPII.S WITH SPFCIFrC LKAPIUNG DlSABILiriKb^^' 
A. Are there currently any specia l classes in this school, for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC 

....... 

(Skip to G) 

PUt>ILS RECEIVING ALL TlirJIH IN3Tr<UCTI0N IS SPECIAL (OK SEPARiWK) CLASSES 

a. Are there currently any pupils in this school v?ho receive ALL their instruction 
(',y'ith the possible except ion of physical education) in separate (or special) 
classes for PUPILS with SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES? (Do not include here 
pupils who receive only part of their instruction in separate classes. Record 
them in G below.) 



Yes... ^ Nur!:\i:!er of pupils in these classes.. • • 

PUPILS i-'ECt;iVING ?Ar>T OV THSIR INSTRUCTIO.-^ IN SEPARATE CLASSES^ ^ 

C. Are there any pupils currently on r o 1 1 o d in 1 1 1 i s s c h oo 1 wiio receive only part 
of their instruct ion in separate classes in tiTTs school, for PUPILS WITH 

SPECIFIC Lf>\RNINa DISABILITIES? . 

Yes.,. 1 — > :;ur\ber or puoils m these classes.. 

. . o....n , ' 

D, Are there any pupils currently enrol led in another school who coine to this 
Gch.ool especxallv to receive cf tneir instruction in separate classes 
for PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARtvXNG DISABILITIES? (Pupils are enrolled else- 
where^ come here part- 1 ir^o for separate classes . ) 

Yes.., J NurrLber of pupils from another 
school in these classes 



PROFKSSrO.VAL STAFF I*VST:^UCT2\'G IN Sr^PAPJ^TE CLASSES^' 

E. }iow many professional staff now instruct in these separate classes for 

PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARinNG DISABILITIES (indicated in nB through 1"!D)? 



Number instructing fu ll- tiro in these classes. < 
N*upber instructing p art- timo in these classes., 



If any part- tine staff arc reported above, continue with 13r; othfjrwise, skip to 

F. If one or rore professional rtaff instruct part-t in^e in these classes, what 
is the total number of "days per week** spent by all these staff members 
instructing par t- ting in these classes? 

Total days per wco)c ..»,.,.,,.,,.... 



1) PUPILS WITH SPECIFIC Li:AHJSING DISABILITIES eidiibit a disorder in one or iriore of the 
basic psychological processes involved in understanding or in using spoken or 
written language. These nay bo manifested in disorders in listening, thinkinu. 
talking, reading, vriting, spelling, or arithmetic, ihey inclivio conditions which 
have boon referred to as perceptual handicaps^ brain injury, nininal brain dys- 
function, dyslexia, dcvelopr^ental aphasia, etc. They do not include learning 
problCiTS which arc due primarily to visual > hearing/ or rrotor handicaps, to mental 
retardation, er^otional disturbance i or to onvironr^ental disadvantages. 



IND:vrDL7-.LI2i;D ISSTRUCTIOX IS' '.MIS .SCHOOL^* 

U:'o^n'U^^/Za■r^l:l^ TV''^'l 'f-''^?'' r^SM^ILrnKS currently enrolled 

---- J----'--^!-;"!"'^ :;n::oiiro::'-;^^-r^?L:;;::^^^ 

Ves . . , [ r,u:TuOur pupils 

No LJ (Si^ip to I) 

H. ^Jow -^aay regular toachors in regular clashes provide individu^U zed special 
Uiotructior; to the pupils recorded ir\ Q aoove? ':^ii2<-^ special 

NuT^er of regular toachors , 



etJier_th5n ^ regular classroom teacher? '^''^'^^'"^'^ professional personnel 

Nuivi:jer ot' pupils , i. , , . " . 

(Skip to K) 

-^i^y .. .socialized -^rcfo^oxoral persor:nel have as a n aular as^icr^-ent 

P^p.rrec-r;Lr.;"fir^Si;r' ''''''' ^^^^^^zSEii^ ■ 

Su^vl^er of rir-cialized professional persoauoi; . . . . / 

??-ovisio>*s .FOR si;j^AL i::£T?i:cno:^ guxsids of, this schocl^^ ,. ' 

K. Are there any pupils currently enrolled U this school who attend another 
ocaoo. and/or ager.cy to receive ir^vidaji^^^ or to 

:I^i>^i::^l^^J^^ FUPZLS WlTif SPECIFIC LKARNU^rDTsAiTTlTIKS? 



Ves.*.Lr ^ Surfer of pupils. 



OTHER H;PILS WITH SPECIFIC LEARNII^G DISABILJTJES^^ 

yes».. L_J"~^ VN'uirjDor of pupils..... , 
TOTAL Nl-Xa;.:< OF PUPILS Wini SPECXFrC LEAIWrNG DISABILITIES^' 



NurT\ber ol pupils, , 



2) 



3) 



The total nuvr^tiv of pupils recorfpH "m" ^^4. <, 

ot all pupils reported in "B- t.^roth -L" iVoJ J''"'"f.'''^^ ^''^"^ ^° ^^'^ 

counted in ir.ote than one place! ' ^^^''^ P"P^^^ '"^V I^^' 



r f 



PUI>H.S VaTH Sl>Kr:cll tMPA[RM1:N I'S liavo vmusual rlifficully in oral 
c (nDrriimicat i(;n diui rc't[ujrt pt' *«■ i 1 i c i ! i nr t riu^t i <jn , 

PUPILS WVl U SPIICIFLC I. EARNING IHSABIJJTIES c-Uiibit a fli^ordor 
in one or iuurf' of tlie basic psy v-tiologicfil |)rocc^S6t's iinn)lvecl in under- 
stanriLug or hi usin;^ spoken or wviUt-n languaL:v^ These may be 
'^nianifebted in (lisorrit/ i-s m list^-nn^g, Ihlrkkinu, talking, rcariing, writing, 
spelling, or aritlnnrt ic. 1'hcy Inducb; v.tnulit Ions which have bei^n 
reierred to as perceptvial handicaps, brain injury, mininial brain 
dysfunction, dys lfxi<i, dt lopmenta I aphasia, etc. They do not include 
leai'uing probh-nu'^ which art* dnv primarily to visual, lieainng, or 
iivUor handicaps, to iiuoUal retar<latiun, ionotiiHUil disturbance, or to 
o nvi r orun*' ntal ciioatlvantagi-s, 

MENTALLY RETARDED PUPILS ' level of tnental rk> vtTupii^ent is such 
il\ai these pvipils have bk.-en iciuiitifled by p rot es b lonal ly qvial i i i e d per - 
sonnel as unar>h', wiliy)Ut special hiTp, to bcoiefit r?*onv tiie usual 
scliuol p V ) I' ram. 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED f>UPILS have been idc^Uidvd by profes- 
^>ianaIly qualiUc"d personnel asTuiving an eniotional handicap of such a 
nature and severity as to require one tJr intn-e s pe c ial se r vi c e s , 
whe tht- r t >r not s ue h s e rvicu s e r e ava i lai>Ii- / 

nARD-OF-nEAKING PUPILS^ hearing is sufficiently impaired to 
reciuire speciaU/erl vnstru(^tuni» 

I)E A I-'T^U PILS ari-ali^/St' v. il:h severe' v>r jn'of^aind loss of luoiring. 

C'RIPl^LED Pin-TLS luivr physjcU irr^])airnn'nts whic}i inight restrict 
n V rn iaP •/ ppo ?*tuni ty ?- e due -0 i ^ >n or s td f'- support. This term is 
y i ru' rally c< aib i di- r e fl to includi- i jni i vi riua] s havjn^: imi^airmr nts caused 
by ceuiij'v nital anoma ly (e , ^ eh ft pa lat « ■ , club foijt , aljsonce of sonu^ 
na ndn' r ea-tc), ujiO^irnwuls caused by ^li s ea .s^- ( e, g . , poliomyelitis, 
b«uu" tubr rvoib^s IS , CO jal>ral palsy, etc. ), .oa! i ivi pa i r m u nts caused by 
accidents ^e. g. , fractures or burns which coisr cont r actu r e s ) . ^ 

A PARTIALLY SiOdriED {~>U[TL'S si.dT is .Mifficimtly impair.^d to 
3-ef[uire s ptjcict li /.t-fj mstrvu ti(M>, 



PilJND PUPILS are thos*- witli severe or j>rofounf! loss of vision. 



SPECIALIZED PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL othw than reguhir 
cLiSis ruciin Lccu Iuth iricludi" such p^- r sonnt-l a s counsultn-s, school 
p^^ychcllo^i-ts, vv^-nirci- trachi r:^, roadint; s pc c i al i sL s , ^,pl•oCll and 
hcarini' np^^ c ial ist s ^ tdc. 

ASSLSTANCE inclvuics svicli st-rvicc,s as therapy, duignosis, trcatiiuTil, 
counstding, rtc. 



JC 



